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1. Roll Call 

  Wildlife Conservation Board Members 

  Charlton H. Bonham, Chair 

 Director, Department of Fish and Wildlife 

  Alina Bokde, Public Member 

  Keely Bosler, Member 

   Director, Department of Finance 

  Diane Colborn, Public Member 

  Mary Creasman, Public Member 

  Fran Pavley, Public Member 

  Peter S. Silva, Member 

 President Fish and Game Commission 

  Joint Legislative Advisory Committee 

  Senator Andreas Borgeas 

  Senator Nancy Skinner 

  Senator Henry Stern 

  Assemblymember Laura Friedman 

  Assemblymember Al Muratsuchi ï Alternate 

  Assemblymember Eduardo Garcia 

  Assemblymember Miguel Santiago ï Alternate 

  Assemblymember Vacant 

  Assemblymember Marc Levine ï Alternate 

  Executive Director 

  John P. Donnelly 
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2. Discussion and Selection of new Board Chairman and Vice Chairman 

3. Public Forum for Items not on this Agenda 
An opportunity for the general public to share comments or concerns on topics that 

are not included in this agenda. The Board may not discuss or take action on any 

matter raised during this item, except to decide whether to place the matter on the 

agenda of a future meeting. (Sections 11125, 11125.7(a), Government Code) 

4. Funding Status ï Informational 
The following funding status depicts total Capital Outlay and Local Assistance 

appropriations by fund source and fund number: 

WILDLIFE RESTORATION FUND (0447) $1,000,000.00 
February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: 0.00 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $1,000,000.00 

HABITAT CONSERVATION FUND (0262) $62,541,061.40 
February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (5,920,200.00) 
Total Project Development: (19,912,230.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $36,708,631.40 

SAFE NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS, CLEAN WATER,  
CLEAN AIR, AND COASTAL PROTECTION BOND  
FUND (Proposition 12) (0005) $545,364.00 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: 0.00 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $545,364.00 

CALIFORNIA CLEAN WATER, CLEAN AIR, SAFE  
NEIGHBORHOOD PARKS AND COASTAL PROTECTION  
BOND FUND (Proposition 40) (6029) $9,088,032.52 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (1,515,340.66) 
Total Project Development: (5,617,370.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $1,955,321.86 

WATER SECURITY, CLEAN DRINKING WATER,  
COASTAL AND BEACH PROTECTION FUND OF  
2002 (Proposition 50) (6031) $17,980,741.83 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (215,840.00) 
Total Project Development: (14,023,955.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $3,740,946.83 
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SAFE DRINKING WATER, WATER QUALITY AND  
SUPPLY, FLOOD CONTROL, RIVER AND COASTAL  
PROTECTION FUND OF 2006 (Proposition 84) (6051) $16,285,218.26 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (3,204,659.00) 
Total Project Development: (10,127,289.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $4,725,370.26 

WATER QUALITY, SUPPLY, AND INFRASTRUCTURE  
IMPROVEMENT FUND (Proposition 1) (6083) $61,261,723.65 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: 0.00 
Total Project Development: 0.00 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $61,261,723.65 

THE CALIFORNIA DROUGHT, WATER, PARKS, CLIMATE,  
COASTAL PROTECTION, AND OUTDOOR ACCESS FOR  
ALL ACT OF 2018 (Proposition 68) (6088) $140,587,077.00 

February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (17,572,597.00) 
Total Project Development:  (50,077,584.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $72,936,896.00 

GENERAL FUND (0001) $10,000,000.00 
February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (5,000,000.00) 
Total Project Development: (1,085,000.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $3,915,000.00 

GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION FUND (3228) $8,436,525.00 
February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (871,400.00) 
Total Project Development: (6,914,600.00) 
Projected Unallocated Balance: $650,525.00 

TOTAL ï ALL FUNDS $327,725,743.66 
Grand Total - February 2021 Board Meeting Allocation: (34,300,036.66) 
Grand Total - Project Development: 107,758,028.00) 
Grand Total Projected Unallocated Balance: $185,667,679.00 

RECAP OF NATURAL HERITAGE PRESERVATION TAX CREDIT ACT OF 2000  
Chapter 113, Statutes of 2000 and Chapter 715,  
Statutes of 2004 (through 6/30/08) $48,598,734.00 
Chapter 220, Statutes of 2009 (effective 1/1/10) $8,662,500.00 

5. Executive Directorôs Report 

Consent Items 

Items 6-31 are part of the Consent Calendar 
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6. Recovery of Funds 

The following projects previously authorized by the Board are now completed, and 

some have balances of funds that can be recovered and returned to their 

respective funds. It is recommended that the following totals be recovered and that 

the projects be closed. 

Table 1 - Recoveries by Fund 

Fund Name Amount 

Habitat Conservation Fund $50,520.00 

Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund $1,775.00 

California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal 
Protection Fund $62,048.07 

Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and Coastal 
Protection Fund of 2006 $18,694.66 

Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund of 2014 $11,320.00 

The California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor 
Access For All Act of 2018 $13,152.00 

Total Recoveries for All Funds $157,509.73 

Table 2 - Habitat Conservation Fund 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Robin's Nest II $645,000.00 $637,072.00 $7,928.00 

Hunewill Ranch Conservation Easement $1,245,000.00 $1,238,158.00 $6,842.00 

Mendenhall Ranch Conservation Easement $71,250.00 $68,814.00 $2,436.00 

Nicholson Ranch $760,000.00 $760,000.00 $0.00 

Rancho Caleta $618,000.00 $614,660.00 $3,340.00 

Morongo Basin, Exp. 7 (Bloom) $99,250.00 $93,690.00 $5,560.00 

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains 
Conservation Area, Oswit Property $10,000.00 $5,624.00 $4,376.00 

Smithneck Creek Wildlife Area, Expansion 1 (Mello) $910,000.00 $904,262.00 $5,738.00 

Morongo Basin, Expansion 8 (IMP) $673,000.00 $671,732.00 $1,268.00 

Otay Mesa Vernal Pool (San Ysidro) $44,500.00 $36,732.00 $7,768.00 

Telegraph Ridge Conservation Easement $508,000.00 $502,736.00 $5,264.00 

Total Recoveries to Habitat Conservation Fund $50,520.00 

Table 3 - The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Bouvier Ranch $640,000.00 $638,225.00 $1,775.00 

Total Recoveries to The Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund $1,775.00 
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Table 4 - California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, and Coastal 
Protection Fund 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Desert Tortoise Research Natural Area, Habitat 
Restoration $58,000.00 $30,803.93 $27,196.07 

Samoa Dunes and Wetlands $700,000.00 $700,000.00 $0.00 

Grizzly Creek and Grizzly Creek, Expansion 1 
TOJ $18,300,000.00 $18,265,148.00 $34,852.00 

Total Recoveries to California Clean Water, Clean Air, Safe Neighborhood Parks, 
and Coastal Protection Fund $62,048.07 

Table 5 - Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood Control, River and 
Coastal Protection Fund of 2006 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

San Joaquin River Parkway, Spano River Ranch, 
Habitat Enhancement $550,000.00 $550,000.00 $0.00 

San Joaquin River Parkway, Owl Hollow 
Improvements $860,340.00 $859,429.35 $910.66 

Cal Fire Arrowhead Ridge Conservation Easement $25,000.00 $18,632.50 $6,367.50 

Crocker Meadows Wildlife Area, Expansion 3 $399,000.00 $387,583.50 $11,416.50 

Tilton Ranch $625,970.00 $625,970.00 $0.00 

Total Recoveries to Water Security, Clean Drinking Water, Coastal and Beach 
Protection Fund of 2002 $18,694.66 

Table 6 - Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Fund of 2014 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Santa Rita Ranch Flow Enhancement, Acquisition $3,920,000.00 $3,908,680.00 $11,320.00 

Total Recoveries to Safe Drinking Water, Water Quality and Supply, Flood 
Control, River and Coastal Protection Fund of 2006 $11,320.00 

Table 7 - The California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and 
Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 

Project Name Allocated Expended Balance 

Denk Mountain, Expansion 1 $85,250.00 $79,280.00 $5,970.00 

Tilton Ranch $3,411,030.00 $3,411,030.00 $0.00 

Santa Rosa and San Jacinto Mountains 
Conservation Area, Oswit Property $1,225,000.00 $1,225,000.00 $0.00 

Western Riverside MSHCP (2017) Welsh $171,000.00 $168,548.00 $2,452.00 

Moody Ridge (Gerjuoy) $205,000.00 $200,270.00 $4,730.00 

Total Recoveries to The California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal 
Protection, and Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 $13,152.00 
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7. Mapping Important Plant Areas of California 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that the Wildlife Conservation Board (WCB) approve this project 
as proposed; allocate $272,000 from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, 
Government Code Section 16428.8, General Fund, Budget Act, Chapter 14 and 
249, Statutes of 2017; authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements 
necessary to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and the California 
Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) to proceed substantially as planned. 

Project Title: Mapping Important Plant Areas of California 
Project Type: Technical Assistance 
Applicant/Grantee: California Native Plant Society 
Amount Recommended: $272,000 
County: All 
Program: Climate Adaptation and Resilience 
Funding: Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund 
Strategic Plan Goals:  A.1, B.1 Objectives: SI 1.4 
Disadvantaged Community: N/A, Statewide project 

LOCATION 
The Mapping Important Plant Areas of California project (Project) covers all of 
California, including the California Floristic Province and adjacent desert areas.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
California contains 1 of 35 global biodiversity hotspots with more than 6,500 plant 
taxa, of which more than 2,000 are found nowhere else. This regionôs native flora 
forms the foundation of terrestrial ecosystems upon which an array of wildlife 
depends. This huge diversity of species is imperiled from habitat loss due to land 
use conversion and a changing climate. Climate change will compound the level of 
impacts to plant and animal species from urbanization and development of natural 
landscapes. Therefore, it is critical to identify those areas most important for the 
conservation of Californiaôs plants and wildlife before they are lost. 

In 2018, the California Native Plant Society (CNPS) conducted an informal survey 
of potential end users to understand data needs for the conservation planning. Two 
main concerns were consistently identified: a lack of a central resource for 
botanical data covering a full representation of biodiversity, and a regional-scale 
conservation priority map for all of California. Currently available datasets are 
diffuse and there is abundant, often inaccessible data that is not logged into 
centralized databases. 

The Project will provide an in-depth data and an analysis tool to guide decisions 
that will impact adaptation and resilience to climate change for Californiaôs wild 
flora and fauna in the near and long term. The means to produce this tool is 
through CNPSô Important Plant Areas (IPA) project, an effort already underway to 
develop a comprehensive biodiversity map and planning tool that joins stakeholder 
engagement to large-scale data analysis. The IPA project will develop a 
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transparent and scientifically driven IPA-based decision-support tool to improve 
long-term management of ecosystems and increase climate change adaptation 
and resilience across the state. The goal is to ensure that climate change-related 
conservation investments, projects, policy, and planning have the greatest impact. 
The IPA project will also augment existing tools that managers and 
conservationists already use.  

Example uses of this tool include but are not limited to the following: transparent 
guidance for funding conservation projects; seeking lands for effective and 
strategic advanced mitigation investments; and informing planning efforts to avoid 
unnecessary impacts to sensitive biological resources. 

MANAGEMENT OBJECTIVES AND NEEDS 
Once developed, the IPA tool will be evaluated and updated with new data every 
three years to track the impacts of threats such as development and climate 
change. Updates will consist of the following evaluations relative to IPAs: 1) acres 
of land protected; 2) number of species represented; 3) number of special 
status/rare/locally rare species represented; 4) number of vegetation alliances 
represented; 5) number of rare/locally rare alliances and natural communities 
represented; 6) connectivity between IPAs; and 7) trends in IPA threat rank.  

PROJECT FUNDING 
The proposed funding breakdown for the Project is as follows: 

Project Task Total Cost WCB 
Non-WCB 

Funds 

Project Management $25,960 $14,100 $11,860 

Process and Review Data $147,896 $90,800 $57,096 

Model Iteration $112,434 $72,200 $40,234 

Threat/Opportunity 
Analysis 

$95,342 $55,300 $40,042 

Stakeholder/Expert Input $25,960 $14,100 $11,860 

Public Interface 
Development and Rollout 

$52,550 $25,500 $27,050 

Total $460,142 $272,000 $188,142 

Project costs include: 

¶ Project Management: Staff time to carry out and oversee Project activities, 
conduct meetings, and complete transactions needed to implement the Project. 

¶ Process and Review Data: Gather and analyze data including running input 
data through regional models. 

¶ Model Iteration: Compile and process newly contributed data and comments on 
model structure into a series of iterative model runs.  

¶ Threat/Opportunity Analysis: Threats and opportunities will be circulated among 
regional conservation stakeholders and experts, and the assessment will be 
updated based on feedback received. 
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¶ Stakeholder/Expert Input: Schedule and promote data gathering workshops.  

¶ Public Interface Development and Rollout: The final products will be integrated 
into an interactive public-facing platform.  

CEQA REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 
The Project is statutorily exempt from the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA) pursuant to the State CEQA Guidelines, Section 15262, Feasibility and 
Planning Studies, as it involves only feasibility and planning studies for possible 
future actions. 
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8. Programmatic Permitting for Aquatic Habitat Restoration, 
Augmentation 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $300,000 
from the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and 
Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 (Proposition 68), Public Resources Code 
Section 80111(d); authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements necessary 
to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially 
as planned. 

Project Title: Programmatic Permitting for Aquatic Habitat 
Restoration, Augmentation 

Project Type: Planning 
Applicant/Grantee: Sustainable Conservation 
Amount Recommended: $300,000 
Funding Partners: State Coastal Conservancy 
County: Statewide 
Program: Habitat Enhancement and Restoration Program 
Funding: Proposition 68 
Strategic Plan Goals: A.2 Objectives: SI 2.1 
Disadvantaged Community: N/A, Statewide project 

LOCATION 
The Programmatic Permitting for Aquatic Habitat Restoration, Augmentation 
(Project) is a statewide planning project that will create programmatic permit 
approvals for aquatic and riparian restoration projects and would cover the most 
commonly proposed habitat restoration projects in California, including multi-
benefit projects of statewide significance that prioritize restoration. These permits 
do not specify project sites, but rather describe a suite of detailed restoration 
project types that may be permitted under the program.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
In May 2019, WCB approved a $200,000 grant to Sustainable Conservation (SC) 
for the statewide planning project to create programmatic permit approvals. SCôs 
programmatic permits will serve as advance approvals to cover a wide variety of 
the most common and high priority restoration projects in California. This will 
accelerate project implementation and further benefit conservation and recovery of 
protected species.  

The proposed augmentation will cover additional costs due to several 
unanticipated project changes and delays in completion of the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service (USFWS) Biological Opinion (BO), State Water Resources Control 
Board (SWRCB) water quality permit, and CEQA document. The BO has been 
delayed due to additional review and input by expert stakeholders, including 
restoration project managers and CDFW. These reviews will ultimately create 
permits with protection measures that can be applied to a wider variety of projects. 
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The SWRCB permit and CEQA document are delayed due to the SWRCBôs 
decision to pursue a more involved Environmental Impact Report (EIR) document 
than the originally anticipated Mitigated Negative Declaration (MND). The resulting 
EIR will have greater utility for restoration project managers, as it will allow projects 
to use some, or all, of the existing analysis in the EIR for their individual project 
implementation. In addition, work will continue on outreach activities for the permits 
under development and will be expanded to include training and technical 
assistance once the permits and CEQA document are complete.  

The primary objectives of the Project are to submit a biological assessment to 
USFWS so that it can issue a BO, complete the SWRCB permit and CEQA 
document, collect information from restoration practitioners to inform permits, and 
conduct outreach, training, and technical assistance so that restoration project 
proponents and agency staff are ready to use the permits when they are issued.  

Deliverables for the Project include: 

¶ Final USFWS Biological Opinion 

¶ Final SWRCB Permit 

¶ Final SWRCB CEQA Document for Water Quality Permit 

¶ Presentations, newsletters, trainings, technical assistance to various 
organizations on programmatic permitting and permits under development 

¶ Outreach materials distributed to Sustainable Conservationôs Accelerating 
Restoration email database 

¶ Technical website with permitting resource 

PROJECT FUNDING 
The proposed funding breakdown for the Project is as follows: 

Project Task Total Cost 
Original* 

WCB 
Grant 

Original* 
Non-WCB 

Funds 

WCB 
Augmentation 

Non-WCB 
Funds 

Augmentation 

Project 
Management 

$97,569 $11,795 $15,000 $20,169 $50,605 

USFWS Biological 
Assessment 

$157,775 $48,078 $44,507 $35,190 $30,000 

SWRCB Water 
Quality Permit 

$100,283 $30,327 $39,583 $30,373 --- 

CEQA Document 
for SWRCB Permit 

$273,750 $69,770 $77,226 $41,755 $85,000 

Outreach $332,246 $31,335 $15,000 $159,471 $126,439 

Administrative 
Costs 

$38,377 $8,695 $8,684 $13,042 $7,956 

Total $1,000,000 $200,000 $200,000 $300,000 $300,000 

*Includes approved budget shift from July 21, 2020. 
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Project costs include: 

¶ Project Management: Project coordination and oversight, submission of 
progress reports and invoices. 

¶ USFWS Biological Assessment: Preparation of a biological assessment. 

¶ SWRCB Water Quality Permit: Preparation of a SWRCB water quality permit. 

¶ CEQA Document for SWRCB Permit: Preparation of a CEQA document. 

¶ Outreach: Presentations, newsletters, trainings, and email distributions to 
various organizations; creation of a new website. 

CEQA REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 
The Project is statutorily exempt from CEQA pursuant to the State CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15262, Feasibility and Planning Studies, as it involves only 
feasibility and planning studies for possible future actions. Subject to approval of 
this proposal by WCB, the appropriate Notice of Exemption (NOE) will be filed with 
the State Clearinghouse. 
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9. Elk River Estuary Restoration, Feasibility and Conceptual Design 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $309,400 
from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, Government Code Section 16428.8, 
General Fund, Budget Act, Chapter 14 and 249, Statutes of 2017; authorize staff to 
enter into appropriate agreements necessary to accomplish this project; and 
authorize staff and CDFW to proceed substantially as planned. 

Project Title: Elk River Estuary Restoration, Feasibility and 
Conceptual Design 

Project Type: Planning 
Applicant/Grantee: California Trout, Inc. 
Amount Recommended: $309,400 
Funding Partners: California Coastal Conservancy 
County: Humboldt 
Program: Climate Adaptation and Resiliency Program 
Funding: Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund 
Strategic Plan Goals:  B.1 Objectives: SI 1.4, 2.2, 2.3, 2.4  
Disadvantaged Community: Not within a disadvantaged community 

LOCATION 
The Elk River Estuary Restoration, Feasibility and Conceptual Design project 
(Project) is located in the estuarine reach of the Elk River, a tributary to Humboldt 
Bay. This area encompasses the lowermost 4.7 river miles of the Elk River, which 
can generally be characterized as the stream-estuary ecotone or tidally influenced 
reach. The upper portion of this reach is characterized as tidally influenced 
freshwater, and the lower reach as saline/brackish. The planning area is 
approximately 480 acres, which includes the 99-acre Elk River Wildlife Area 
(ERWA), owned and managed by CDFW. The remainder of the planning area is 
owned by seven private landowners who have been actively engaged to jointly 
develop the preliminary concepts proposed on each property. The planning area 
on the easterly side of US 101 is in unincorporated Humboldt County, whereas the 
planning area on the Humboldt Bay side of US 101 is within the city of Eureka. 

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
The ERWA exemplifies degraded conditions in the planning area. The CDFW 
property historically provided complex estuarine habitat with backwater channels 
for summer rearing and winter refugia. This habitat was lost when the area was 
diked and drained for agricultural use, cutting off access to backwater channels 
and pools. Remnant channels are still present, but tidal flows are controlled by tide 
gates. Fish can only access the area during floods and may have difficulty 
returning to the main channel after water levels subside. Large wood is lacking 
because it was historically removed from the channel due to flooding concerns. 
The out of bank flows pool in agricultural fields for extended periods of time due to 
poor drainage infrastructure such as ditches, tide gates, and culverts with an 
associated impact on wetland and habitat quality and land value.  
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The habitat that remains is impaired by sediment aggradation and drainage 
infrastructure and other features (including two railroad grades) which disconnect 
the floodplain, leading to fish stranding and migration impairment into and out of 
sloughs and off-channel areas. Habitat is further simplified by the previous removal 
of streamside riparian habitat. Alteration of the natural morphology and function of 
the Elk River estuary has significantly diminished the tidal prism and altered the 
natural hydrology, resulting in significant changes to sedimentation, deposition, 
and currents.  

In response, through 2019 and early-2020, landowners throughout the watershed 
engaged to develop preliminary concepts to reduce flooding and restore beneficial 
uses in the planning area. These landowner-supported conceptual actions include 
levee modifications to restore tidal activity on the ERWA, restoring and 
reconnecting sloughs to drainage channels, modification of drainage infrastructure 
(tide gates, culverts), riparian and wetland vegetation enhancement, topographic 
modifications to consolidate and direct flood flows across the floodplain (such as 
lowering the old railroad grade), enhancing eelgrass beds, and rehabilitating 
estuarine channels through sediment removal and the installation of wood habitat 
structures.   

The Project proposes to conduct conceptual planning and develop preliminary 
designs (approximately 10% design level). The intent is to determine the set of 
actions to be advanced to the next planning phase. To inform the analysis, the 
workplan includes baseline studies for aquatic and botanical habitat, groundwater, 
salinity, infrastructure, wetlands/uplands, and cultural resources requiring 
extensive field data collection and analysis to inform subsequent design and 
environmental review phases. The Project will also assess resiliency and 
adaptation approaches to protect and enhance prime agricultural lands consistent 
with habitat restoration, State Coastal Policies, and Local Coastal Program 
requirements. 

PROJECT FUNDING 
The proposed funding breakdown for the Project is as follows: 

Project Task Total Cost WCB 
Non-WCB 

Funds 

Project Management $50,000 $20,000 $30,000 

Meetings $92,275 $29,375 $62,900 

Baseline Conditions Report $274,400 $160,000 $114,400 
Regulatory Compliance 
Planning 

$58,800 --- $58,800 

10% Engineering Design $260,132 $90,132 $170,000 

Indirect Costs $51,893 $9,893 $42,000 

Total $787,500 $309,400 $478,100 
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Project costs include:  

¶ Project Management: Overall coordination and administration of Project tasks 
including management of subcontractor agreements. 

¶ Meetings: Conduct Project team meetings, maintain landowner 
communications and establish a planning advisory committee to assist the 
development of the Project plan. 

¶ Baseline Conditions Report: Inventory of water management infrastructure and 
utilities, water level and water quality monitoring, upland determination mapping 
and preliminary jurisdictional determination. 

¶ 10% Engineering Design: Using the information developed under the previous 
tasks, the concept designs will be developed at a 10% engineering design level 
for the Project. 

¶ Indirect Costs: Incidental or indirect costs not to exceed 20 percent of the total 
direct WCB award, minus subcontractor and equipment costs. 

CEQA REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 
The Project is statutorily exempt from CEQA pursuant to the State CEQA 
Guidelines, Section 15262, Feasibility and Planning Studies, as it involves only 
feasibility and planning studies for possible future actions. 
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10. Stone Lagoon Wildlife Connectivity Planning 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
Staff recommends that WCB approve this project as proposed; allocate $230,000 
from the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and 
Outdoor Access For All Act of 2018 (Proposition 68), Public Resources Code 
Section 80132(e)(1); authorize staff to enter into appropriate agreements 
necessary to accomplish this project; and authorize staff and CDFW to proceed 
substantially as planned. 

Project Title: Stone Lagoon Wildlife Connectivity Planning 
Project Type: Planning 
Applicant/Grantee: California Department of Transportation 
Amount Recommended: $230,000 
Funding Partners: California Department of Parks and Recreation, 

California Department of Transportation 
County: Humboldt 
Program: Habitat Enhancement and Restoration Program 
Funding: Proposition 68 
Strategic Plan Goals: A.1 Objectives: SI 1.1, 1.2 
Disadvantaged Community: Within a severely disadvantaged community 

LOCATION 
U.S. Highway 101 (highway) in northern Humboldt County has long been 
recognized as an impediment to the daily and migratory movement of wildlife. The 
highway bisects important corridors for a variety of terrestrial species that inhabit 
adjacent coastal forest, prairie, lagoon, and marsh habitats. Much of the land 
immediately adjacent to the highway is protected by Humboldt Lagoons State 
Park, the Redwood National and State Park system, or under habitat conservation 
plans associated with private timber management; however, wildlife and vehicle 
collisions occur frequently.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION 
Roosevelt elk and black-tailed deer are known to be particularly vulnerable to 
vehicular collision within a 1-mile segment of the highway between post miles 114 
and 115, approximately 0.25-miles south of Stone Lagoon. This area receives a 
high volume of traffic and tourism, particularly during the summer months, with 
park visitors frequently stopping along the narrow roadway shoulders or traveled 
roadway to view elk, often causing traffic congestion and unsafe conditions for 
wildlife, motorists, and pedestrians alike.   

This area is identified by CDFW as a Wildlife Movement Barrier with high priority 
for remediation. It is also recognized as an important corridor for Roosevelt elk, 
recently ranked as the highest priority in Caltrans District 1 for addressing deer 
roadkill in a large mammal-vehicle collision study conducted by Western 
Transportation Institute. There is also strong local support to address connectivity 
at this location from staff in regional field offices of CDFW, National Park Service 
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(NPS), California Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR), and USFWS, as 
well as the adjacent landowners of Elk Country RV Resort and Campground.  

CDFW began collaring elk in coastal Humboldt and Del Norte counties in 2017. 
Since then, they have deployed collars on an annual basis documenting 2,214 
crossings of the highway by individual elk. The greatest concentration of elk 
crossings has been recorded by animals close to the Elk Country RV Resort and 
Campground known as the ñLittle Red School House Herdò. This herd occupies 
habitat south of Stone Lagoon near the proposed study location.  

Caltrans will study this location to determine the best site for a future wildlife 
crossing and associated infrastructure to reduce the frequency of wildlife-vehicle 
collision and improve permeability of the highway for crossing wildlife. Design 
alternatives will include associated fencing, and the development of a public 
wildlife viewing and parking area to improve safety, alleviate traffic congestion, and 
foster tourism that could benefit local disadvantaged communities. Stone Lagoon 
Wildlife Connectivity Planning project (Project) will assess site conditions, identify 
feasible design alternatives and permitting needs, complete preliminary 
environmental review, and conduct stakeholder and partner coordination.   

PROJECT FUNDING 
The proposed funding breakdown for the Project is as follows: 

Project Task Total Cost WCB 
Non-WCB 

Funds 

Wildlife Connectivity 
Planning Study 

$215,000 $205,000 $10,000 

Camera Trap Study and 
Photogrammetry 

$35,000 $25,000 $10,000 

Total $250,000 $230,000 $20,000 

Project costs include: 

¶ Wildlife Connectivity Planning Study: Includes site assessment and scoping 
study, identification of design alternatives and permits, conduct preliminary 
environmental review. 

¶ Camera Trap Study and Photogrammetry: Gathering of wildlife movement data 
and development of a monitoring plan. 

CEQA REVIEW AND ANALYSIS 
The Project is statutorily exempt from CEQA pursuant to the State CEQA 
Guidelines, Feasibility and Planning Studies, as it involves only feasibility and 
planning studies for possible future actions. 
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